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The Dally Intelligencer,
mumo it

FREW, HA0AN8 A HALL,

Iode#, II MINI.

TKKMH OP THJI DAILY

U* fell, por jm, In nlwn,$100
< alx month*, "

...
4 00

- - throe month*, " I 00

rifled bjr Osrritr*, i*r wwili

TXBM0 or UDU-WKIKLY:
Per jmr, In tdranco, U 00

Mix month*. In adv&noe, 160
THroe month*. In advance, 1 00

....

For Sale.

J10R8ALBU001)8S00SDBAXD VABMAUti,
V«rj cheap. Enquire »t

CDR1STMAN «S UJsuuiai o,

mj\i Corner Main and Jobn 8ta.

DESIRAULE QUINCY
BTMST rROPIKTY FOR MALE. B 2

-I am dineted to sell the property
Oaiocr itreet known am ib-i "fprlgg Mansion
Hoam," frontlngfiO feet on Qalncy, and running
ta tonal width, with Byron utreet to Hampden
Tt»« tiou*e la largo and substantial, and thu tinoccnped tronnd la the most dealrible fur buildlogpurposes of any in the city. If not sold at
pnrsiesale by 8 turday,26th lost., It will, on
that d»y at ten o'clock a. m , be offered at public
ojtlon at the front door of the Court Uonseln
meeitrof Wheeling. .THUS O'UMBN,

myl4 Real Katate Agent.

For bale-a very desirable
piece of Land, two or three ml'ea this tldo

of Moandavllle, Marsh ill county. con«tn?Ing of
tlx acrei of River Bottom, on which thoro aru
< 0 Orape Vine# well staked with locuat pouts «
yeara bearing), 1'0 Plam treeta, 300 IVach ireon,
rery variety. 150 Ouloco troea, 1;3 Pear trees,
mndard and dwarf. and 30 Cherry tree*, all In
thrifty condition. Will bo aold on reasonable
terms.
my10 I. IRWIN, Agent

rpRUSTEE'8 SALE .BV VIRTUE
X of a Deed of Trust cxocuted by Fred Mayer
for the benefit of John Dalley, the undersigned,
si Truitee, will atllat t'Ubilc auction In thu Bar
btftjfaou nndtr Ualley's City Hotel, on THUR8DA>,Miy 23d. two Bath Tuna and Flztarei, onu
Wish Utand and Bowls, three Barber Chairs,
tight Chain, tan-e HUndi, foor Looking; QIuhhoh,
oce 6tuve and Pipe, three Mta of Drawers, Partitions,Hcrcons and nil other articles in tbu Bar-
b«r hhop. JOHN McDOWKLL,

mylO' Trastoo.

RUCTION, AUCTION, AUCTION.
Great Clearance Sale of thouunds of Hata,

Iota of Clothing, Fish, furniture, Notions, Ac., J
on Taosday evening', Wednesday mornings,
Friday evening*, Patnrday morntoga and Satur-
day evenings, uutll cloned out and without re-
»<rve to thu highest bidder tor oasu, by i

J. C. BBKVBV A CO, ,
* ion U..v.f .Iu<4)

myo» ».»«...

QOUNTSR FOR SALE.

GOOD SECOND HAND COUMBR,
For m!o at I1UDDARD A BROS.,
mji Fflrnltnre Roomy, 98 and 89 Market St.

JIORBALETOACRES FIRST CUSS UPLAND
Ubo elifht of a mile from Ibe Ohio river, about
uao-h&lf mile from Newport, Waehlng on county,
Ohio. All andcr fonce-14 acree in grata and
rnidus In choice timber.

W. V. EOGK A BRO.,
Balley'a Block, Market atreut.

T710R SALE.WINDOW GLA8S
J} WORKS -The Roblnaon Window QUsa
Work*, Id North Wheeling, 1« offered for aale on
tuj terraa. These worka are In good cjndltton
tod rrady far running.
The P. W. & Ky. R R will ran along the river

front, maklrg It very convenient for ablpmenta
to toy point woet. Title nnqneatlonable.
PoawaU n given Immediately. Address, 8.0.

BUBlNbON or W. K. ROBINSON, 75 Malu
meet. Wheeling, W. Va. ap!6

JSLAND LOTS FOR BALE.
Forty choice Building Lotion Wbeeilug laland.Price from |H)0 to $1,000 eacb.
Tiava-One-fonrtb caah, the rcslduo In equal

luitallmenta at one, two and three year*, withInureal
JNO. P. GILCHRIST,

j»WAt Top Mill.

Cheap Mill Property
FOR SALE.

The now Steam Saw Mill at tho head of Wheel-
In< Maud In offered lor sale on very reasonable
terms. This Mill la capable or cuttlug from 6.UOO
to lO.OCO feel per day, and baa the bent Log dar-
bor known. Also a t acre Lot In the town of
Mmlceferry will bo sold separately or la connoc-
lion with the Mill. Tbls Lot I* situated a abort
distinct) above the Furnace and it a eplendld lo-
wilt? (or Ulnae llout-es or other manufacturingi>aldln#a. For particulars,enquire on the ptotuItrt,or of

8 B WILLIAMS
Cor. of Walnutand Second bta.'.Whevllug Inland.

gALJ2 OP FOUNDRY FIXTURES.
I offer at prime sale the Patterns, Flasks and

Fixtures Id Union Foundry, belonging lo tho late
Inn of W. W. Miller & Co.
The purchaser can secure a reasonable lease of

the Foundry and grounds. Th» bullditig Is 65
fwtby 65feet, centrally located, with good llRhtwhich cannot be obstructed, ana contatus all the
accessary appliances of a flrst-claaa JobbingFoundry.For turther particulars apply on the promisesto 11. JJ. M1LLEK,Jon9_ is'* Hccelver.

JEWELLING HOUSE
FOR SALE.

I offer for pale the houo In which I now re»tde,sltnaujon JohnsUeet,a few doors B||cut of Fifth. The house is a substantial JULtwo-story brick containing ei^ht rooms, betidesa hath room and kitchen, and a finished
ttlc, with a uood cellar, hot and cold water in
Nth-rooms. Tho house is lu good order and
well located and in every way a desirable property.being but a little over a square from the
rust Office. There Is also on the premlwa n good

BRICK STABLE,
lufflclent for four horses, and a carriage house.Anyone wishing to purchase can oxamlue theDrumlBiui itmvilmn
mjttas" *

JNO. P. McDBRMOT.

^"EILL & KLL1NGIUM,
WHOLESALE GROCERS,

And dealers In Tobacco, Flour, Bacon, Nails, Ac.
,Vo. 71 MAIN ST. miBBLIXQ, IV VA.
KAA BBLS. FLOURU\J\J tt Dbls Rye Flour

BOO Half bblsLake Herring.W White Fish.
t»U " MacKerel,
60 Quarter bbls Mackerel.

100 Kits Mackerel.
tttK) Dbla choice N. O. MolamtH*.
7S " Golden ttyrups.50 Hhdfl choice N. O. Huuar.
10 .

»' P 11. do
5 M Demorari do.

S00 Dbla Refined do.
5000 Pounds Peaches, and V«.60 Ke^s choice Lard.

10 Tierces do.
100 Bags chol o CotToo.

Arriving and lor wUe at lowest cash prices, to
which we Invite tho attention of buyers before!
'"Sj"1"11' NKILL j> ELLISdllAM.

Q.UEA.T CLOSING OUT BALE OF

BOOTS AND SHOES

.ITO'KANE& DEVINE'9,
Xoaroe St., between fla(a and JlarkeL

For a few days we will offer our entire stock of
j»oou and Shoea below cost Tho Goods are al*
««*h and In every case warranted. Persons de
wrtt»R cheap Doota and bhoes would do well tiwl and examine, as we are determined to clo«eout oor present stock of en*t
JttlO .

PICTURE CORD.
*60 HOLTS PICTURE COKD,

Awoned colora, tofi flnlnh aud With Wire.

25 Gross Picture Nails,
Auotted iixta and color#. For sale by

E. L. NICOLL,
H UNDER IfcL URB HO UBS.

BY TELEGRAPH.
A.8SOOIATBDPBH88 HBFOBT.

Exclusively to tti« Intelligencer.
(Br the WMlern Union Lino.

Jn:M North-woat oor.'ot Miln ud Monroo au.)

The Alabama Claims
Tlio Differences Between the

United States and Great
Britain.

The Official Correiiioudeuce.

Washington, D. C., May 14..The folImilnif la llwi (<nrrMnnndnnnn rnlollvn tn

iliu Alabama claims anil tho demand (or
Indirect damages, which passed between
[he State Department and tho English
Government:
TUG rnBfllDKNT'sRl'KCIAL MESSAiiK TOTHK

SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES.
I transmit bcrowith the correspondence

which has taken place respecting the diflerenceol opinion which has arisen betweenthis Government and that of Great
Britain with regard to the power of tho
Tribunal ol Arbitration, created under the
treaty signed at Washington, Ma; 8,1871.
[ respectfully Invite tho attention of the
Senate to the proposed articles submitted
by the lirilish Government with tho objectol relieving the differences which
icetn to threaten the prosecution ol arhiration,and request an expression by the
jenato for their disposition. In regard to
idvising and converting an article such as
s proposed by tho British .Government,
he Senate is awaro that a consultation
ivith that body in advance of entering into
in agreement with the foreign States has
nanv precedents. In tho early days of
he Republic General Washington asked
heir advice upon pending questions with
luch powers. The most important recent
ireceilent is that of the boundary treaty
if 1846. The importance of tho results
langing upon the present state of the
reaty with Groat Britain, leaves mo to
ollow these former precedents and desire
i council ol the Senate in advance of
lgrecing to the proposals of Great Britain.

OltAKT
Wnnhinnlfnx lifi)/ 1R

[coiuie9f0sdence nu.wiie onk.|
Lord Orantille ti (Jen. Schenck:

Foreign Office, Feb. 3,1873.
hill.Her Majesty's Government have

liad under their consideration the case
presented un behalf of the Government ol
[he United States to the Tribunal of Arbi[rationatOeneva.of which a copy has been
presented to Her Majesty's agent. I will
not uliude in this letter to several portionsof the United States case, which are
i>l comparatively smaller importance, but
Her Majesty's Government are of the
opinion that it will be in accordance with
[heir desiro that no obstacle should be interposedto the prosecution or the arbitration,and that it will be more Irank and
Iriendly toward the Government or the
United States to state at once their views
respecting certain claims or an enormous
iind indecent amount, which appears to
have been put forward as mattcre to be
referred to tlio arbitration. Her Majesty's
Oovernment hold that it is not within the
provinco of the Tribunal ol Arbitration
at Geneva to decide upon claims for indirectlosses and injuries put forward in
the case of the United States, including
in the transfer of the American commercialmarine to the British flag the enhancedpayment ol insurance, the prolongation
of the war and the addition of a large
sum to the cost of the war and suppressionof the rebellion. I have stated above
the importance which Her Mfjoaty's
Government attach to the proeecullon ol
tlm HrhitrAtion. The Drimarv oblect of
the governments was a firmer establishmentof amicable relations between two
countries wbicb have bo many and such
peculiar reasons to be on friendly terms,
and tbe satisiaction with wbicb the announcementof the treaty was received by
both nations showed the strength ol that
feeling. But there is another object to
wbicb Her Majesty's Government believe
the Government of the United States attachthe same value as they do themselves,namely, to give An example to the
world bow two great nations can settle
matters in dispulo by referring them to
impartial neutrals, ller Majesty's Governmenton tbeir part feci confident that
the Government of the United States are
ulso equally anxious with themselves that
tho amicable settlement which was stated
in the Treaty of Wasbingtoutobavobeen
tho object of that instrument may bo attained,and that an example full ol good
promiso lor the luturo may not be lost to
the civilized world. 'h

[Signed] Granville.
To (Jen.A C. Schenek.

[nomilkit two 1
(Jen. Schenck lo Lord Granville :

This loiter is amero formality, Bliowing
that Gen. Schcnck ha3 transmitted Granville'sletter to the U. S. Government.

[numuku tubee ]
itr. Fish lo Gen. Schenck: ,

Tills letter merely directaGen. Bchenck
to deliver 'he following to Lord Granville:

[NUMIlEIt FOUR.]
Mr Fith to Gen. Schenck: K

Dkpahtment or State, )
WasuikuioS, Feb. 27, 1872. )

but.1 have lain the noto from Earl
Granville addressed to you, bearing dato
of the lid ol February, before the President,who directs me lo fny that ho sincerelydesires to promote that warm and
abiding friendship between the two nationsto which the noto so happily relers.It was under' the inspirations ol such asentiment that Ira accepted the invitation
ol ller Majesty's government for thoestablishment ofaJoint lllgh Commissionto meet and discuss the mode of settlingcertain questions referred to therein, ana
suggested, on lits own part, that the pro-
j;uocu vsuiuuiiooiuu. nuuuiu UlSO ll&VQ RUthorityto consider the matter ot diflerenceawhich aroso during tho rebellion in
the United States, growing out ol acts
committed by vessels, which have given
rise to claims generally known as the
Alabama claims. It was his earnest hope
that the deliberations ot the Commission
would result in an acceptance by Her
Majesty's government ol the propositions
submitted by his direction, that a gross
sum would lie agreed upon and patd to
tho United States as an amicable settlementot all claims of every description
ensuing out of such differences, instead of
the lengthened controvcry ami litigation
presentation for an amicable settlement Is
revived with great force bv the necessity
of this correspondence. The propoaitionfor the Joint High Commission, which
was made by Her Majesty's government,

would not have received the approbation
of the President had bo supposed it was
not to comprehend tho consideration and
adjustment of all tho difficulties growing
out of the acta of cruisers, nor could ho
have given his sanction to tho Treaty had
it beeu suggested to him, or hud hu believedthat uny class ol tho claims which
which bavo been presented by this governmentwere excluded by tho tho terms
ot submission from presentation on the
putt ol this government to the tribunal ol
arbitration. Itwasintbe appreciation ol
the chief merit oUjje modo of adjustment
adopted by tho uwmission that it was on
both sides a Irank, full and unreserved
surrender to tho impartial arbitrament
under tho rules therein presented, ol
everything that had created such differenceof whatever degree of importance
might here or there tie attached to nny of
11nun nnmnluinlo Tim Prnclilmil ilntlrnrl
and intended, and bad the American
Commissioners that allowed every furm
and character should be laid belnrc the
tribunal for its final and absolute disposition,cither by recognition or Inspection,in order that in the la
turo the harmony and personal
and political intercourse between tbu two
countries might never again bo disturbed
by any possible phase ol the controversy.
In bis opinion, slnco the entry upon a thoroughtrial of the issues which divide the
two governments, it could not beavoided.
Tho claims for national or indirect losses
rclerred to In tho noto ot Earl Granville,
as they are put forward by this government,involve questions of public law
which the interests ol both governments
requires should ho definitely settled.
Therefore it Is with unsigned surprise und
sincere regret that the present intimation
conveyed in Earl Granville's noto that
Her Majesty's government holds that Ills
not within the province of tho Tribunal of
Arbitration to decide upon certain claims
[or indirect losses und injurua. Ilis Lordship,however, docs not assign any reason
lor tho opinion that the losses and inj uries,
with respect tu which there has been no
concealment, which were presented to 'hw
British negotiators at tho opening of the
discussion in precisely tho .same manneras
Ihey are put lorward in tho case, not as

tho/laims lor which a specified demand
was made, but as losses und injuries consequentupon the acts complained ol
»nd necessarily to be taken Into
equitable consideration in a final
settlement ot ull tho diflerenccs betweentho two countries, which remainedunchanged through the entire negationsand not relinquished in the
treaty but covered by one of its alterations,are not within the Jurisdiction of
the arbitrations. As to the reasoningwbich
was employed by Her Majesty's Government,as to the opinion stated by Granule,thePresidentis unable to adopt, it but
being convinced of thejustice of bis views
that the treaty contempleted a settlement
of all the claims of the United £tates, is
of the opinion that he could not abandon
them, except alter a fair dececision by an

impartial arbitration. He seeks no meaningin the treaty which is not patent on
its fttco. He advances no pretensions at
Geneva whjch were put lortb pending the
negotiations at Washington. This Governmentknotos not were to find the meaningor intent of the treaty unless within
the treaty itself. Tho object of the treaty
as declared in its preamble was to provide
for an amicable settlement of all causes of
difference between the two countries. Cut
the treaty Is not of itself the settlement.
It is an agreement between tho governmentsas to the manner of reaching a settlement,and its article eleven engages the
contracting parties to consider the
result of tho arbitration ns a
lull, perfect and final settlement
Df all diflerences. Until that be reached,
o proffer of withholding an estimate of

the indirect losses dependent on the hope
ol an amicable settlement, can be claimed
as a warver or an estopel. The first articlerecites that diflerences havo arisen
between tho two governments and still
exists, and provides in order to remove
and adjust all complaints and claims on
the part ol the United btatcs, that all
claims growing out ol the acts committed
by the aforesaid vessels, and generally
known as tho Alabama claims, be referred
to a tribunal of arbitrators, to be composBdas therein provided.
There is no limitation or restriction to

onv nnrl ni> ilponrinlinn nflhn nlatmo All

the claims crowing out or certain act9,
and generally known as the "Alabama
Claims," were referred. What they were
is a question of fact and history. Which ot
them are well founded is a question for
the t ribunal of arbitration. What are
called the indirect losses and claims, are
not now put forward for the first time.
For years, they have been prominent and
historically part of tho "Alabama Claims."
It would be superfluous to quote or perhapseven to refer to a particular passage
in the published instructions of this governmentto their Minister to Qreat Britain,in notes of that Minister to Her
Majesty's principal Secretary of State for
foreign affairs, or in other public papers,
to show that tho expectation ot this governmenthas from the beginning of tho
acts which gave rlso to tho Alabama
claims, been that tho British government
would indemnify tho United States. Tho
incidental or consequents damages were
often mentioned as included in tho accountability.In tho prowess of the acts
which gave rise to tho claims, high Britishauthority waB not wantiug to warn
Her Majesty's government in tho House
of Commons, that they had been inflicting
an amount of damage on that country,
tho United States, greater than would be

firoducod by many ordinary wars, and to
adicate as a part of that damage the

losses to whose presentation exception
is now taken. Public men iu both coun*
tries have discussed them, while tho publicpress on tho one side and on the other
have advanced and combattod them with
an earnestness and warmth that brought
them into prominence beyond tho direct
losses and injuries sustained by individuals.A detailed statement of their claims,
enumerating and setting forth tho indirect
losses precisely as they are advanced in
the case, was submitted by the American
negotiators to the Joint High Commission
in the first discussion of the ciaims on the
8th of March and appears in protocol ap
proved on the 4ih ot May. iler Majesty'*
Government, therefore, cannot in the absenceot any specific allusion to these
damages by the treaty, bo said to bo taker
unawares by their presentation to the tri
bunal, and the President was not at libertyto regard as withdrawn or settled any
ol the claims enumerated in a statemem
preyared and approved by tho Jolut fcllgtCommission, after their discussions wen
closed, and within tour days of tho signiug of the treaty, which declares that th<
riinitronro<i
. 7 "T - *-»* linu III ITCII Willi i vcjilv,to the 'Alabama claims," still exist. Appearing Uiua lrom whatever cause not ti
have been eliminated trom the enumcrat
eu claims ol the Uulled States. ThiPresident had not the power ol his owiaccord to withhold them from the caso t<
be presented to the tribunal ol arbitration
but in frankness and in slncirity ol tin
purpose to remain In tho spirit ot th

treaty, all differences between the two c
governments. lie has let them forth be. c
lore tko Ocneva tribunal content to accept c
Buy award that the tribunal may think t
right to make on their own account. It C
is within your personal knowledge that u
this government has never cxpected or t
desired any unreasonable pecuniary com- c
pensation on their account, and has never t
entertained a visionary thought ol such an I
extravagant measure of damages as found I
expression lu the excited language of the t
British press amlUs seems most uccounta- o
bly to buvo taken possession ol the minds e
ot Romocvon nl thn fltntMmpn nf ft runt t

Britain. A mixed commission is now in gsession in this city under the treaty, to n
which aro referred all claims of citizens or I;subjects of either power other than the tl
Alabama claims, which arose oul of acts li
cimimilted during n specified period. o
In the correspondence which proceeded o

the argument, in tho meeting of the Joint pHigh Commission, which negotiated tho ii
treaty, the languago was purposely agreed 1
upon and used to express the Idea which c
the representatives of tho two govern- J
meiita entertained, that no claim founded o
on u contract and especially no claim or it
account of tho rebel or Confederate cotton e
debt was to bo presented. Similar Ian- c
gunge and for tho same avowed and ad- d
mined purpose was used In tho treaty. £
Among other claims of an unexpected h
character presented by the agent of the b
British government thero woh one for a p
part of the Confederate debt, which is uu- g
derstood to be held in Great Britain to the I
extent ol many millions. Immediately on t;its presentation tho United States remon- a
strulod, and requested tho British gov- tl
erument to instruct their agent to tl
withdraw that claim. Their remon- S
strauce was unheeded. Their request it
was not answered. If any instruction a,
was given,this government was not in- b
formed thereof, and it foiled to be ob- tl
served and the claim was pressed to 01
argument The United States demurred u
before tho Commission to its jurisdiction a:
over claims ot that description, and the i
decision of tho Commission disnosed of ri
the case adverse to tlie claimant. 8
Tho attitude of the two governments is bi

now reversed, with the difference in favor w
of the United States, and that there was
no question raised as to tho understand* U
ing ot both governments at tho date of s<
the Treaty with reference to tho exclusion p,
ot tho claims of tho character then pre- m
seated. The United States seek not to be L
the judg4 in their own case. The course it
which they pursued offered the happy t<
solution to what might have been a ques- ci
tion of embarrassment. They desire to gi
maintain jurisdiction of the tribunal of
arbitration over all unsettled claims in ot
order that being Judicially decided and ic
questions of law involved, therein being ei
adjudicated, and all qnestions connected tl
with or arising out of tho Alabama tr
claims, or growing out of tho ucts ot B
cruisers, may be forever removed from pi
the possibility of disturbing tho perfect A
harmony of therelatbna between tho two S
governments The President regrets that M
there should be any difference of opinion m
between the two governments on any pi
questions connected with the Treaty, ct
lie indulges, however, in tho earnest tt
hope that tho disposition which has hi
been equally manifested by both 01
governments to remove ull causes sc
of difference between them, will w

bring them to an agreement upon the in- di
cidental question which has arisen, and si
will allow no obstacle to deprive the pi
world of tho example advanced and civ- 3
ilization presented by two powerful ic
Slates, exhibiting supremacy of law and
reason over possessions, and deferring ef
their own judgments to the calm inter- C
pretation ot a disinterested and discrim- a<
iuating tribunal o!

Your obedient servant, m
ISigDcdl Hamilton Fisu. hi

7u (Jen. ftobt. C. Selicnck. giNumbers fivo and six are from Scbenck tt
to Fish, accompanying a letter and mem- it
orandum Irom Earl Granville. r<

[number seven.] 01

Hurl Granville to Gen Sdienck:
Foreign Office, March 20,1872.

*

8ra.I have laid before my colleage a
Mr. Fish's dispatch ol the 37th ulL, of si
which, at my request and authorized by tl
your government, you gBve mo a copy, gand on tho 14th inat. Uer Majesty's gov- p
crnment recognized wiih pleasure the h
assurances of tho President that he sin- p
ccrely desires to promote firm and abiding tl
friendship between the two nations; and n
animated by tho samo spirit, they gladly tl
avail themselves of the invitation which g
your government apppears to have given, ei
lhat they should state the reasons which tl
induced them to mako tho' declaration a
contained in my note to you of tho 8d ult, e
and which 1 then purposely omitted, in C
the hope ol obtaining, without any con- ii
trovcrBial discussion, the assent ol the pUnited States government. Mr. Fish says ti
what are called indirect losses and claims c
arc not now put forward, for the first o
time, for years they have been prominent- v
ly and historically a part of tho Alabama s1
Claims. It wou'.d be superfluous to quote, C
:iuu, pdrdapa, even to rorer to the purlieu- c
iar passages in the published instructions
ol the government to their Minister to
Great Britain, in tho notes of the Ministerto Her Majesty, tho principal Secretaryot State lor Foreign ABairs or in
other public papers, to show that tho expectationsof this government from
the beginning of Iheacts which gave rise
to tee Alabama Claims, have been that
the British government would indemnify
the United btates. Incidental or consequentialdamages were afterwards mentioned
as included in tho claims. This does not
appear to accurately represent it as
they uro shown In the correspondence botweenthe two governments. It is true
that In somo of tbo earlier letters ot Adamsvarious suggestions wero made as to
tlio posslblo liabilities of this country, ox.tending beyond the direct claims ol the
American citizens for specitlc losses arisingIrom the capturo ol their vessels by
the Alabama, Slienndoab and Georgia,
but no claims were defined or formulated,
and certainly none wero ovor described
by the phraso Alabama Claims, exctpt
those direct CluUs ol tho American citizens.No claims for national or indirect
losses had been made during the negotiationscommencing with Seward's dispatch
tu Adams, dated the 27th ol August,
18U0, and ending with the signature ol'
the Convention tho 10th of November,
1B08, by Lord Stanleyiuid Reverdy Johnson.

In the 4th article, power was given to
the Commissioners to adjudicate upon tho
class of tbo claims referred to In tho officialcorrespondence betweon tho two
(,'overnincnts, as tbo "Alabama Claims."
i'ho first subsequent mention of any
claims for national losses, was in a communicationauthorized by bis govern-

> muiu, mauo by ueveruy jounson in
March, 1869, to Lord Clarendon. In

a which he suggested that the terms of the
) Convention submitted by him with Lord i

a Clarendon, on the 14th ol January, with
i, reference to the mlxod commission on the
u Alabama claims, should be enlarged, so
0 01 to .nclude all tho tltlmi of either gov-

rnmont upon the other. An essential
onditlon ami proposal, being that in
vac & claim was set up by the United
itates founded on the recognition ol the
tonfederate States as a belligerent, it
hould bo open to the British government
o advance claims on their part, such ai it
ialm lor injury to British interests, bylie assertion ol belligerent rights of theJolted States upon British Commerce,
xiril Clarendon at once declined to enter,
tin the suggestion in Mr. Fish's dispatchf the 2fith ol September, 1809. The govrnmentof the Uqlted States intimated
liat they considered there might be
rounds lor some claims ol u larger and
lore public nature, though they purpose(abstained at that time from making
lem, but the grounds indicated were notmited to the act* of the Alabama, and
Ihcr similar vessels, or to any mere conansequcncesof such acts, nur were these
uunc claims tucn decided on, relcrred to
) any manner as the Alabama claims,
'hat tho expression of the Alabama
laims, which first occurs in a letter from
Ir. Seward to Sir J, Bruce, ol the 12lb
.lauuary, 1X87, had always been used

i the correspondence between tho govrnmentsto decide the claims of Americacitizens on account ol their own
irect losses by the depredations ol thoBahama and other similar vessels, andad never been employed to describe, or
ecn treated as comprehending, anyublic or national claim whatever of the
overnmont of tho United States down,
t is therefore true, that when Her Mnjes/'agovernment proposed the appointlentofa Joint High Commission to settle
10 llshery question and all oilier queaonsaffecting the relations of tho United
tates toward Her Majesty's possessions
i North America, no actual claim
gainst Her Majesty's government had
con formulated or ratified on the part ol
le United States, except lor the capture
r destruction of the property of Individ'
als of the United States by the Alabama
id other similar vessels. When Her
i^jesty's government consented, at the
quest of the government of the United
tales, that the Alabama claims should
0 dealt with by the High Commission, it
as in full confidence that the phraseAlabama claims" was used by the
nitod States government in the satnn
mse as it had been used throughout the
revious correspondence, and in a com-
lunication, signed by Lord Stanley and jord Clarendon, national claims ot an
idirect character, such as thoso referred

in Mr. FiBh's dispatch, could not be
jmprehended under the term claims.
sneraliy known as the Alabamu claims.
The possibility ol admitting, as a subject i

r negotiations, the Alabama claims for
idirect national losses, has never been
itertaincd by this country, and it was
lercforc without the slightest doubt as
such claims being inadmimblo that the <
ritish Hlch Commissioners were an-
tinted and proceeded to Washington,
t the meeting of the British and United
tatea High Commissioners, on the 8th ol
iarch, the latter, after a general state-
ient of the claims ot the United States,rocceded to say that iu hopes of an ami
ible settlement, no estimate was made oI
to indirect losses, without prejudice,
awever, to the right of indemnification
i their account in the event of no such
ittlement being made, and they after-
ards proposed, by direction of the Presi-
ant, that the Joint High Commission
lould agree upon a sum which should be
lid by Great Britain to the United
tates in satisfaction of a'l claims and
terest thereon. t
Mr. Fish says that the President tarn-
itly hoped that the deliberations ot the
ommissioners would have resulted in au
:ceptanceby Her Majesty's governmentthis proposition. Her Majesty'sgovern-
ient cannot understand upon what that
ape was founded. The position which the
Dvernment of this country has maintained
iroughout all the negotiations has been
latthey were guilty of no negligence in
spect to the escape of the Alabama and
iher vessels, and have therefore incurred
o liability for any payment, and theyill maintain this position. The onlyround on which Her Majesty's governientcfluld have been asked to pay any
lm, would have been on admission on
leir part that thero had been such neglienceas rendered them justly liable to
ny a sum in compensation. This would
ave been an absolute surrender of the
osition which has always been held bylis country, and a concession which
ever could have been expected from
lem, that thev had been guilty of neglience.Iler Majesty's High Commissionrstherefore could only declare at once
lat the proposition of an amicable settleientin this particular form could not be
ntertained. Her Majesty's lligb
ommissionere on tnopirtor wis countrynmediately made the country a proosal,namely, tho proposal of arbitrnon,and this proposal alter being to a
ertain extent modified on the suggestiont the United States High Commissioners
(as accepted by them. The modification
uggestod by the United States Highlommissioners, and accepted by those of
ireat Britain, was a concession of alight
inportanr.e on tho part ol this country,amely: That tho principles which should
ovcrn the arbitrators in consideration of
lie facts should be first agreed upon, and
ilia concession was very materially enancedwhen in order to strengthenbo friendly relations between the two
onntries and make satisfactory provision
or tho future, they further agreed that
hcae principles should be those contained
a the rules in tho sixth article of tho
reaty. for they thus accepted tho effect of
he rules to which, nevertheless, thoughtmund to declare that they could not
{sent as a statement of principle ol the
oternational law in force at tho time
then tho Alabama claims arose. Tho
riendiy spirit of Her Majesty's govern[lentwas further shown by their aukorizlngHer Majesty's High Commislonersto tho express regret felt by Her
ilajesty's government for escape under
vhatover circumstances of tho Alabama
,nd other vessels from the British ports,
or depredations committed by those
resscU and by their agreeing that
linen emfnoolnna t\t » " »»> -I.-.. IJ
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)o lormally recorded In the treaty;
lor did her Majesty's Government object
o tho introduction of claims for to exkdsool the pursuit and capture ol the
tlabama and other vessels, notwitintaudngthe doubt as to how far these claims,,hough intended during tho conference
is direct claims, came within the propor
icope of arbitration. They acquiesced
n tho proposal to exclude irom the negotiationtheir claims on behalf ol Canadaagainst the United States for injuressuffarcd Irom Fenian raids, an nclulescencethat was duo partly to a desire
in their to act in u spirit of conciliation
tnd partly to tho fact stated by Her
Majeaty'n High Commissioners that a partif these claims were ol a constructive
:haracter. The importance ol these conjessionsmust not be underrated, nor can
it havo been expected by the Government
}f the United Stales that a concession of
this importance would have been made
by this country if the United Ststet were

still to bo at liberty to Insist upon all the
extreme demands which they had a', anytime requested and brought forward.Uer Majesty'sGovernment consider themselvesmortified in treating the matter of
indirect claims in tho event of the amicablesettlement preferred by the HighCommissioners of the United States, as
one which applied to any torn) of arnicabiosettlement-, and therctoro compromiseIn like manner tho form of settlement
proposed by the British High Commissioners,accepted by tho United States
and recognized in the preamblo of tho
treaty. Such a waiver was in fact a necessarycondition of success in negotiating.It was in full beliefthot if this waiver had
been made, that tho British governmentwcukl have ratified the treaty, llcr
Majesty's government is anxious that tho
considerations which made them hold
this belief, should bo more lully explainedto tho government of tho United
States. That can be done in tho form of
a letter, and I have accordingly embodiedthem in a memorandum which I have tho
honor to enclose, and which I beg may be
read with nml mnatflotwl na n«rt

. ' l'». » u. U« F

present communication, ller Majesty's
government do not deny it is competentlor the government of the United States,
as it is lor themselves to assert that their
own interpretation of tho treaty is
correct, but what ller Majesty's government'snatural grammatical construction
ot the languago used in tho treaty and
protocols, is in accordance with the views
which they entertain, and sustain their
assertion that tho terms in relerenco to
tho arbitrators are limited to direct
claims; inasmuch us the direct claims
only have throughout the correspondencebeen recognized and impartially dellued
under the name of tho Alabama claims.
Thereon some pressure is brought to bear
In Mr. Fish's dispatch, in which ho defendtho introduction into tho American
case'of tho claims for indirect losses and
Injuries, which I cannot allow to passwithout more special remark. It is stated
that thev are put forward in tho cose not
as tho claims lor which specifications are
made, but as losses and injuries consequent
upon the acts complained of and necessarilyto be taken into equitable considerationin a final settlement of all tho differencesbetween tho two countries, and as
not relinquished in the treaty but covered
by one ot its two alternatives. Her Majesty'sgovernment cannot perceive what
Alternative in tho treaty can cover these
claims. If indeed by this language Mr.Fishis to be understood as referring to two differentmodes provided by Articles 7 and
10 ol the treaty for arriving at the amount
>f tho payment to bo inado by Great
Britain in the event of any liabilityueing established, tho answer seems obvious,viz: Thattheso alternatives aro
Applicable to thesettlemoutof tho amount
/. uouixijw, UIIU UUI. a U1UU9U1U U1
the liability. Again Mr. Pish states that
the treaty was not an amicable sttlemont,
but only an agreement between the governmentsas to the mode of reaching the
jettlement, and that uo proffer of withholdingan estimate of indirect losses can
bo claimed as a waiver until the result ol
ihe arbitration is arrived at, but ho overlooksthe facts that the treaty is called an
imicablc settlement, not merely in relation
lo the Alabama Claims, but as an entirety,md even iu relation to tho Alabama
ulaims alono, it must not only bo taken
ihat tho amicable settlement" which it
proteased to provide was arrived at. From
ihe moment when the treaty containing
in agreement to go into arbitration was
jigned and ratified, according to Mr.
Fish's view, au umicable settlement upon
& relerence to arbitration can only
lie arrived at by an adjudication of the
claims. It is obvious that no waiver of
any government claim could be under
iuch circumstances even voted; for before
the time for the waiver or this suppositionhad arrived tho claim would Lave been
decided upon. That Her Majesty's Governmentnever intended to refer these
claims to the arbitration, and that in ratifyingthe treaty they never contemplatedtheir being received in argument before
the arbitrators must have been obitfous to
you from the languago usod in debate in
the House of Lords on the 12th of June
on a motion for an address to the Queenpraying Her Majesty to refuse to ratify
the treaty on that account. Indistinctlystated this to be understood by Her
Maiesty's Government, and qoted my
protocol of the 4th of May, to which I
have referred above as a proof that
these indirect claims had been entirelydisapproved. When Lord Caion, to
whoso speech allusion has been made in
tho ITnitPfl Hnnorrnoa aiihannnnntlo
said that the extravagant claims mightbo put in and take. their chance,ho was met with an expression
ot dissent. Moreover, Lord Derby, while
criticising the negotiations and terras of
the treaty, and in other respects particularizedthe withdrawal of the indirect
claims. The only concession, he said, of
which I can sue any traco upon the
Americans, is the withdrawal ot that
utterly preposterous demand that we
should be responsible for tho premature
recognition of the south as a belligerent
power, in company with tho equally wild.
imagination ot which I bclievo never
extended beyond the minds of two or
three speakers in Congress of makiug the
United States liable; tor all constructions
or damages made, and tho navigationwhich may bo proved or supposed to
havo arisen from our attitude duringthe war. L observed that you woro presentin tho ilouso of Lords ou that occasion,and you informed rao on tho 10th of Decemberthat you wero present during tho
speeches of Lord llusael and myself, and
that you communicated the next day the
newspaper report of tho debato to yourgovernment. Mr. Northcoto, in tho
Ilouso of Commons, repeated, in other
words, tho substance ot my remarks on
the limitation of the terms in reference,and his speech is printed in tho papers on
foreign relations recently laid bofore
Congress. It must also havo been
reported to your government, but
neither on tho occasion ot my speech,
nor of his. nor where tbu ratifiofitinna nf
tho treaty were exchanged on tho 17th of
June, did you call my attention to the
fact that u different interpretation was
pUccd en the treaty and protocol by Her
Majesty's government, aud the governmentof the United States, nor 80 far as
Her Majesty's government is aware, was
their interpretations, though publicly expressed,challenged cither by the elates;men, or public press of the United States,
ller Majesty's government must theretoreconfess their inability to understand
how the intimation contained in my noto
of the 3J ol February lasi, can have been
received by tho President with surprise.
Mr. Ftah urges tho claim for national indirectlosses, which has been put forward
on behalf of his government. Tho questionsof public law which interests both
governments, requires it to be definitelysettled. Her Majesty's governmeut agreewith Mr. Fish that it is tor the in terest ol
both countries that the rights and dutiei
upon some of tho points hitherto though!
open to serious controversy, should be defl
nitely settled, and hoped tljat iuoh settle

I.
ment had been secured by the rules towhich they had given their assent,but theycould see that it would be advantageous toeither of the three rules, though a wantof due diligence on tho part of their executionoffers to attack such tremendous
consequences to an unltentional violation
ol neutrality. It might be a single act
ol negligence would strike a heavy blowat neutral war, then suroly any consequencemore formidable to a hellig-
erttnt than those who might thus be in- jcurred by a neutral of such claims if ithese wore once admitted they pro- i
sent without any such compensation itho risk ol intolerable loss. With respect to Ithe disclaimer made by Mr. Fish, of anycxpoction or wisli »n tho part of the gov- c
eminent ol the United States to obtaid 1
any unreasonable pecuniary compensa- ition on account of theso indirect claims, iI think it sufficient to observe that on the I
4ui'tuiuu ii largo amount 01 llie lJritisli i|>eoplo, and of the government here, fchave been obliged to look to the nature tand grounds of the claims as the? aro astaled by the United States, and who have, iof course, been uuable to form judgment iifrom any other data of expectation than jthoso by whom tho claims are advanced, gIf tho claims could be considered as well c
grounded in principle, it appears that the c
magnitude ot the damages which might tburcsuU of their admission is enormous, sTho grouuds of these views aro on tho ^
contrary, to render tho obligations of neu- ttrality, so onerous as they would become eif tho claims ol this naturo were to be qtreated as proper subjects for international aarbitration. Whatever construction may abe placcd upon the lirat article of the d
treaty, it is impossible to sever the terms tlof reference therein contained from the rrules in the sixth article, and the measures tiof liability under arbitration therefore will tbe the measures of liability incurred by q
our neutral State, which, after according ]i
to these rules, may by ah act of omUsion tlfail to fulfill any of the duties set forth. 1The United States and Great Britain have [ybound themselves by the treaty to the ob- n
servauce of tlieso rules as between theiu- b
selves in future. Thoy have moreover tlbound themselves to bring these rules to githe knowledge of other maritime powers aand invite them to accept them. Could it b
have been expected that these powers tiwould accept a proposal which might en- tltail upon the neutral such an unlimited «
liability, and in some instances might in- tlvolve the ruin of a whole country ? Iler cMajesty's government cannot for them 8<
selves accept such liability, nor recom- si
mend the acceptance of it to other na- tltions. Our government and tho pooplc pof tho United States preferred to oundertake the obligation of paying tl
to an aggrieved belligerent tho ex- 8i
penscs of a' prolongation of tho war aand other indirect damages of which the |<United States are claimant. If t|io Uni nted States were neutral, they can beshown c
to have permitted infringments of any n
nnn nr nnrf nf on» nno rtl t.1W..W |»» . W. mhj wmw V»I I J muic lUlijr ustated in third part of tho enclosed mem- alorandum. Mr. Fish has appealed to the
proceedings at Washington and claims a
commission in connection with tho Con- ri
federate cotton claims of Iler Majesty's c<Government. He must, however, observe o
that there is no analogy between the i
two cases, as by the treaty tho Washingtoncommission has power to decide
in each case whether tho claims have or
havo not been duly made, prelerred and
laid before them, either wholly or to any 11
and to what extent, according to the u
true intent and meaning of the treaty, no 8:
similar words being used as to tho powers 1
of the Geneva tribunal. It is tho func- J1tion of the Washington Commission to
decide upon a variety of general claims, 11
not of one kind, nor limited or defied be- "

forehand; and iler Majesty's agent was u

instructed that his duty would prima 11

facie be to prosecute sucn claims as prl- P
vate individuals might tender for that w

purpose for acceptance by the Commis- D

sion; iler Majesty's Government not in- 9

tending to make themselves responsible 8
either for the merits of particular claims ']or for tho arguments by which they might 11
be supported. P
The jurisdiction of the Geneva tribunal e

was limited to one particular class and Jjdescription of claims. The facts arc as "

follows:
On the 17th day of November, in pur- 1

suance of tho general instructions which v

had been given Her Majesty's agent, a a
claim upon a bond issued by tho so-called 8

Confederate 8tates for a sum forming part e

ol a loan called the "Cotton Loan'" con-. ®

tracted by those States, and for the pay- 1
ment of which certain cotton seized by a

tho United States was allegod to bavo Jbeen hypothecated by tho Oonlederate '
government, was filed at Watfilngton, 8
and on tlio 21st I learned Irom you that
the United States government objected to '
claims oi this kinu being even presented.
Spme delay took place in consequence ol
unavoidable causes, with some or which
you aro well acquainted, and thero were
others which, as a necessity nut only ol
communicating with my colleagues, but
witb Sir Edward Thornton, and consideringhow far under tho Bamo governmentdescription there might be included
claims substantially different. The dispatchesfrom Uer Majesty's agent, givingdetails of tho nature of tho claim of the
domurrer mado to buy it by United States
agents, did not reach me until tho Oth ot
December. I had, in tho meantime,ascertained Irom Sir Edward Thornton
that the expression, "acts committed,"
had been used by mutual agreement in
the negotiations which preceded tho ap
pointment of tho High Commission with
a view to exclude claims of this class from
the consideration of tbe Commission, those
words being also used In tbe 12th article
ol the treaty witb regard to private
claims, the question was brought before
the Cabinet at its next meeting on the
lltb, and was finally decided on forthwithas definite by Mr. Gladstone. The
decision was that tho confederato cotton
claim should not be presented unless in
the case of the bonds exchanged for cotton,which had thereby become the actual
property of tho claimant, and directions
were glveu lor a dispatch to be sent to
this effect, aud on the 10th I inlotmed
you that you might write to Mr. Fish that
ller Majesty's agent would bo Instructed
not to present any claims thai did notcome
ivlihiu the provisions of the treaty. Althoughit appears that this understandingneed not necessarily have extended beyondtho rejection by the Commissioners
ol claims uuder the 14th article, by which
tho Commissioners have the power to do
cido whether any claim is prcfertcd withinthe true Intent and moaning of tho
IrcAiy, as was aono with various claims
ur der a similar article in claims conventionof 1853,'Uer Majesty's; Governmm t
acceeded to a construction which the
United States Government might have
supposed to exist. Information roached
me next morning by telegraph of the adjudicationwhich tier Majesty's Qovernirnent had not expected to take place upon

r tho merits of the claim by the Oommisisioncrs. This required a reconstruction
of tlie instructions, and fresh instructions
were sent by the mall of the 23d, and also
by telegraph to Sir Edward Thorlon to
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Arrange with Mr. Fish that the pre*
lentatiun or (tie claims which appeared
;o lie maui tally without the term) uf the
treaty should bo withheld, and that when
tier Majesty'* government waa of the
apinlou that the claim belonging to the
ict aa ought not to be iwrmiltod. It waaleslrable that an agreement to that effectshould be made ana signed by Sir EdwardThornton and Sir. Fiah. Theseinalructiona were communicated to Mr.b'ish and Her Majesty's government has
ilnce nctcd in accordance with the declaoqof the Cabinet of the fourteenth
intendment. All claima of like character
lave been enclosed to him by the parileavho wero unwilling to acquieaco In the
leclaionol the Commissioners as applica>leto their own cues, but which claims
inder instructions Irom Her Majesty's
[ovornment have not been presented. 1
lave now placed In your handa, for examnationby the government of the United
Hates, a statement ot reasons which in
he opinion ol Her Majesty's government,
ufllcier.lly shows that the claims for
udircct lueses are not within the meanogof tho treaty; that they were nover
ntended to be Included by Her Majesty's
;overnment; that this was publicly dotaredbefore the ratification, when the
rror, if any, might have been corrocted;
hat such claims are wholly beyond roaonablescope of any treaty adjudication
fhatevcr, and that to submit them far
bo decision of a tribunal would be a
neasure fraught with pernicious conseuencesto tho interests ol all nations,
nd to the luture] peace ot the world. I
ppreciate tho desire substantially but iniroctlyexpressed by the government ol
LIU L 01 It'll OUUC8 lo Lie UUV1SQU 01 IRO
easona which have prompted a dcclaraionmade by mo In kchall of tier Majesy'agovernment, on the 3d of February,
o less than tho friendly and courteous
inguige which has been employed by
jo United States' Secretary or Stato.
'ho present letter is Intended by Her
lajesty's government, not us the oSmlenceuientof a defamatory controversy,
ut as an account of compliance Willi
:i»t meet reasonable desire. They are
lire that the President will be no less
nxious than they aro that tho conduct of
oth governments should conform to tho
rue meaning and intent of the instruolonsthey have jointly framed and signed,
fhether that meaning is drawn from aulorativedocuments themselves, or from
iillateral considerations, or trom both
jurces combined. Entertaining themilvesno doubts as to the sufficiency of
10 grounds on which their judgment
roceeds they think it, of course, at
nco most respectful and most friendly of
10 government of tho United States to
lliinit those grounds to their impartial
ppreciation. Her Majesty's government
:eU confident that they have laid beforo
le President ample proof that the conIii-ionwhich was announced by me on
le 3d ofFebruary, and to which I neod
ardly say they adhere, can not be
liaken,&i:.
[Signed] Granville."
Accompanying this letter, Is a memoinduinwhich would make about eight

nlunins. It spreads nut the argument*
[ Granville's noto.
tr. fish to Gtn. ikhtruk;

Dbpartsient op Statk, )
Washington, April 10,1873.)Sir.I iiuvu given very carelui alienionto the note ot the 20th ot March, adressedto you by Earl Granville, profes-

ing i» siaie iuo reasons wmcn lnoucea
[cr Majesty's government to make tho
eelaration contiiined inliis previous note
j you o( the 3d of February, that In
le opinion of Her Majesty's government,
is not within the province of tho tribu*

al of arbitration ot' Geneva, to pass on
lie claims for indirect losses and injuries,
ut lorward in tho case of tho Uuited
itates. His Lordship declares this state*
lent to lie made upon an invitation
/hlch thid government appears to have
iven. I should regret that what was
itended only as a courteous avoidance of
lie naked presentation ol a directly opositeopinion to that which has been
xpressed on behalf of the British governienl,unsustainedby any reasons, should
ave subjected his Lordship to the necesityto elaborate. In was not desired by
liia government to enter into any controersyor discussion, nor have they now *
ny to enter upon or continuo such deelion.Some remarks appear, howver,in the note of his Lordship, which
eems to require a reply. Ho begins with
hd seeming denial of tho accuracy of mysseriion that the claims for indirect losses
.nil injuries are not put forward for the
irst time in the case presented by this
overnmcnt to tho tribunal at Geneva.
That for years they have been promlnentyand historically part of tho Alabama
;miuiH, nuu iuut mu uiuiucmtti or uunao[ucntirtldamages wero often montloned as
ncludcd in the accountability. It cannot
is supposed that His Lordship intends
nore than to sav that the claims lor indlector materiallossesor injuries were not
brraulated by this government and tho
unount thereof in detailjand speciflcly denandfor. lie admits tlmt on tho 2Uth of
November, 1802, within a fow weeks alter
lie Alabama hud set out on her career of
Milage and destruction, Mr. Adams suggestedtho liability ol Great Britain for
osscs other than those of individual sulerers.In his note of that date to Lord
liussell, Mr. Adams stated that he was
nstructed by his government to solicit reireasfor material and prlvato injuries alreadysustained. On the 19th of February,
1803 Mr. Howard instructed Mr. Adams
that his government does not think Itself
bound in justice to relinquish its claims
or redress lor tho injuries which have relulledIrom the fitting out and dispatch of
ne Alabama in a British port, as the consequencesot this lilting out begin to develop#themselves, and their eflects in
jncouraging rebellion became manliest.Mr. Adams in an interview with
Lord Russell, indicated then as described
by tho latter in a letter to Lord Lyonsunder date ot March 27,18G3, as a manliestconsnlrlmr In this country (Great Brl-
lain) to produce a state of expectation In
America, and thus tiring on war with
Ureat Britain with a view to Bid the Confederatecause.
In a note dated April 7,1805, addressed

to Lord Russell, Mr. Adams, alter complainingof tho liostile policy pursuant to
which cruisers were tilted out, says:
That policy, I trust, I need not point out

to your Lordship. It is substantially the
destruction ol thu whole mercantile navigationbelonging to the people ol the UnitedState#. It may thus be fairly assumed
as true that Great Britain, as a national
power, is in point ol fact last acquiring the
entire maritime commerce of tbo United
States. Thus Lord Russell regarded this
as the foundation of the claims tor damagesfor the transfer of the commercial
marine of the United States to the flsg of
Qreat Britain Is apparent, In his reply to
Mr. Adams under dato ol May G, 1893,when he says I can never admit that the
duties ol Oreat Britain toward the United
States arc to be measured by the losses
which the trade and commerce of the
For Additional DupaUfitt M Fourth 1'afi


